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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4, 7-12, 17-21, 24-26, 29-34, 40-44, 47-49, 51, 53, and 61-63 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Tolman et al. (6543538). 

Tolman et al. disclose a method of completing a well (Fig. 17) comprising: 
perforating a first zone in the subterranean formation by injecting a pressurized, 
abrasive-solid containing fluid (col. 6, line 42) through a hydrajetting tool 410 into the 
formation to form perforation tunnels and openings; injecting a fracturing fluid (col. 17, 
line 16) into the perforation tunnels so as to create fractures along the perforation 
tunnels adjacent the wellbore; moving the tool to a second zone (col. 1 1 , lines 16-31 ) 
before or during plugging; plugging at least partially the fractures and openings in the 
first zone with an isolation fluid (col. 18, lines 30-33); repeating the perforating, 
fracturing, and moving steps to a second zone of the subterranean formation (fig. 17); 
injecting the fracturing fluid into the first and second zones by the hydrajetting tool, 
which injects the fluid into the zones at a pressure above that required to fracture the 
formation; injecting an acidizing fluid into the fractures, so as to etch the one or more 
fractures and thereby maintain conductivity within the fractures at a later time (col. 17, 
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line 30); moving the hydrajetting tool to the second zone after plugging is performed; the 
isolation fluid is a ceramic proppant, resin, or cross-linked gel (col. 18, lines 30-33); the 
hydrajetting tool kept stationary during the perforating step; additional fracturing fluid 
pumped through the annulus to assist the hydrajetting tool initiate the fracture in the 
subterranean formation (fig. 17); fractures formed in a horizontal or deviated portion 
wellbore (col. 17, line 66); cuttings left in the annulus from the perforating step pumped 
into the fracture during the additional pumping step (since the cuttings are not disclosed 
as being removed, this step is considered inherent); and pumping nitrogen (col. 23, line 
45) to flush out the wellbore. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 14, 15, 37, 38, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Tolman et al. in view of Montgomery (6070666). 



Tolman et al. disclose a method of completion comprising hydrajetting casing 



and a formation, fracturing one zone, plugging the zone, and moving to another location 



Application/Control Number: 10/807,986 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3672 

then repeating the process but not removing the isolation fluid from the first zone 
performed by circulating the isolation fluid out of the wellbore and back to the surface 
after all of the desired fractures have been formed. 

Montgomery presents removing the isolation fluid from the first zone by 
circulating the isolation fluid out of the wellbore and back to the surface after all of the 
desired fractures have been formed (col. 5, lines 33-37). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to remove an isolation fluid out of fractures, as presented by 
Montgomery, in order to produce all the fractured well zones. 

Claims 22, 23, 45, and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tolman et al. in view of Desbrow (2758653). 

Tolman et al. disclose a method of completion comprising hydrajetting casing 
and a formation, fracturing one zone, plugging the zone, and moving to another location 
then repeating the process but not rotating a hydrajet tool. 

Desbrow shows a hydrajet tool 14 that rotates and moves vertically during cutting 
(col. 5, lines 38-42). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to cut helical and vertical slots to complete the Tolman et al. 
well, as shown by Desbrow, in order to provide horizontal, vertical, or sloping fractures 
(col. 2, lines 4-11). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 54-60 and 65-67 are allowed. 

Claims 13, 16, 35, 36, 39, 50, and 64 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 16 February 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. The examiner contends the Tolman et al. disclosure anticipates 
the claimed invention by stating "The perforating device can remain in the hole ... and 
then be positioned to the next zone before, during, or after treatment of the first zone." 
This teaching can be interpreted to include moving the Tolman et al. hydrajet to the 
second zone prior to plugging, as claimed. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Smith whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7034. The examiner can normally be reached on T-F, 9-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David J. Bagnell can be reached on 571-272-6999. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Daviq B^agnejt 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
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